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Stop construction 
bosses’ rampage! 



By Ruben Lomas 

Active support for 
Bob Carnegie in his 
fight against con¬ 
tempt of court 
charges brought by 
construction com¬ 
pany Abigroup is 
more urgent than 
ever now that the 
Victoria branch of the 
construction section 
of the CFMEU has 
been found guilty of 
contempt of court. 

Another construc¬ 
tion giant, Grocon, 
brought the charges against the CFMEU over "restrain¬ 
ing orders" issued to prevent the union blockading 
construction sites in Melbourne in August and Septem¬ 
ber 2012. 

The sites (the Myer Emporium site and the 
Footscray site) were operated by construction company 
Grocon. CFMEU's grievance related to issues of health 
and safety on the sites. 

Grocon now plans to sue the CFMEU for $10.5 mil¬ 
lion in damages for money it lost during the blockades 
to Myer Emporium, Footscray, and two other sites. 

Victoria's Liberal state government will go to the 
Supreme Court in August when it considers what ac¬ 
tion to take against the CFMEU. 

"Needless to say, we'll be making a submission 
seeking the court impose penalties that we consider 
commensurate with the magnitude and the gravity of 
the nature of what occurred on that site," he said. 

The state government feels no shame about the fact 
that the Federal Court ruled that its own building in¬ 


dustry code breached federal workplace laws. 

The contempt case against Bob Carnegie was 
brought on grounds that he failed to obey court orders 
got by Abigroup to ban him from attending the com¬ 
munity protests staged by 650 workers at the Queens¬ 
land Children's Hospital site in pursuit of a 
trade-union EB A with a subcontractors' clause guaran¬ 
teeing equal rates and rights for workers employed by 
all subcontractors. 

Abigroup eventually had to concede the justice of 
the workers' demands, after nine weeks of dispute in 
August-October 2012, but is seeking vengeance on Bob. 

The main court hearing was on 11-13 February, and 
the verdict and sentencing are likely to be in the next 
month or so. As in Victoria, the Liberal state govern¬ 
ment will be in court urging a heavy sentence, which 
could be up to six months' jail. 

Get campaign materials from: 
bobcarnegiedefence.wordpress.com. 











Turkey: Revolt against capitalist 
plunder and police terror 


From the Turkish revolutionary socialist group 
Marksist Tutum, 7 June 2013 

Protests to stop the attempt to plunder the Taksim Gezi 
Park by capital have swiftly spread across the whole 
country and turned into an anti-government revolt. 
Now there are anti-government demonstrations being 
held everyday in many cities, Istanbul, Ankara and 
Izmir in particular. In Istanbul demonstrations have 
spread over many neighbourhoods. Overall, hundreds 
of thousands have been taking part in the mobilisation. 
Thousands of people have been arrested, injured and 
two people were killed. 

This rapidly spreading mobilisation already signi¬ 
fies an important turning point. For the first time AKP 
and Erdogan has received such a big blow. The discord 
in different statements of various AKP spokespersons 
shows their disarray. 

In itself it is very significant that such an action with 
a very concretely specific content, which is to stop root¬ 
ing out of trees in Taksim Gezi Park and construction of 
a shopping mall there, triggered such a wide-reaching 
process. It is clear that the problem is not simply a tree 
and urban sensitivity. The demands about Gezi Park 
are just means by which broad masses express their 
anger against practices of AKP government to impose 
more control over and stifle society. The fact that even 
such modest and obviously rightful demands are once 
again treated with extreme brutality and violence in a 
show of arbitrary, authoritarian, overbearing, oppres¬ 
sive attitude became the last straw. 

In fact this attitude of AKP characterised with arro¬ 
gance of power ("my way or the highway") has been 
accumulating anger for a couple of years on the part of 
an ever-growing section of society. So, as everybody is 
aware, Taksim issue was just the last straw. That is why 
the protest has immediately leapt forward onto a direct 
anti-government level without passing through any in¬ 
tervening stages. Hundreds of thousands of people 
who take to the streets, bang pots and pans from their 
windows, do not take aim at, say, the police chief or 
governor or mayor of Istanbul but directly the govern¬ 
ment and Erdogan. And this is happening under condi¬ 
tions of a blackout by the mainstream bourgeois media. 

To understand what made people so angry about 
the government and Erdogan we need to look a bit 
closer to the background. After it had basically won the 
power struggle against the military-civilian bureau¬ 
cracy, AKP took a more reckless and aggressive road by 
its steps to consolidate its power. Before, it could play 



Worker activists from the UID-DER association march to 
support the Gezi Park protest 


"the victim", which was not completely baseless, and 
consolidate its power on every occasion. Of course 
there have been other elements in this, such as lack of a 
powerful democratic alternative and that economy has 
caught a relatively favourable conjuncture. After the 
military-civilian bureaucracy has been defeated there 
has been no centre of opposition (with the special ex¬ 
ception of Kurdish question) that would make the AKP 
check itself. One by-product of this was that its alliance 
with liberals has lost its importance. 

Therefore, after the critical point was passed, the 
AKP would turn to making certain political moves to 
consolidate its support, eliminate any possible develop¬ 
ment of dynamics of social opposition and feed its 
cronies in a more efficient way. They would attack the 
workers' movement, socialist opposition, street actions 
with a boundless police terror, take bolder steps in the 
direction of interfering with lifestyles of people, make 
moves in the direction of creating an obedient and beg¬ 
ging society, take a bolder initiative to plunder cities 
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and put its own ideological stamp on cities, and bru¬ 
tally crush everyone who raises his voice in an arro¬ 
gance of power. The fact that Taksim Square has been 
arbitrarily banned for May Day demonstration this 
year despite the fact it was allowed for the last 3 years 
is a typical manifestation of this evolution. 

What AKP has been doing along this road for the 
past few years has been accumulating discontent in dif¬ 
ferent sections of society. It has to be noted that these 
sections are already outside the electoral base of the 
AKP. They were not politically very active and organ¬ 
ised so that the AKP was not concerned. 

On the other hand, towards the end these past few 
years, a kind of unease has also begun to develop 
among AKP voters to a certain extent. A symbolic man¬ 
ifestation of this was the emergence of critical and dem¬ 
ocratic movements such as Anti-Capitalist Muslims. 
Besides, the fact that Fethullah Gulen Movement, 
which has been a serious ally of the AKP, has gradually 
come to distance itself from the AKP in its struggle to 
share power with them, has also contributed to the dis¬ 
content over the AKP. This situation leads to widening 
of the rifts within the AKP. 

The effect of AKP's bankrupt Syrian policy also has 
to be noted in analysing the aggressive mood of the 
AKP. As a leader of now-imperialist-capital, with Bona- 
partist aspirations, Erdogan is becoming more and 
more nervous, aggressive and reckless as his dreams 
for presidency and aspirations for the Middle East are 
dashed. AKP's rhetoric and style is becoming worse 
and worse as criticism mounts from inside and abroad. 
This power-arrogance is partly encouraged by the fact 
that its electoral support seemingly keeps on at the 
same level. Polls caused AKP chiefs to sink into over- 
confidence with the idea that "nothing happens in rela¬ 
tion to our deeds, voters still support us." 

However a host of developments such as the at¬ 
tempt to prohibit abortion, restrictions on alcohol sale 
and consumption, Reyhanli bombing caused by the 
government's Syrian policy resulting in 52 deaths, bans 
on May Day demonstrations, boundless police terror, 
record number of imprisoned journalists, pressure on 
media leading to subservience, greedy endeavour to 
pillage nature particularly by constructing dams on 
every single stream of Turkey, driving out the poor to 
the fringes of cities, and the top-down attitude taken 
throughout all these... All gathered to drive a relatively 
large mass of people to the point of "enough is 
enough." 

In the end, a broadly diverse section of society from 
environmentalists to football fans, from artists to stu¬ 
dents (university and high school), from Kemalists to 
socialists, with the help of the unquestionable legiti¬ 
macy of defending the Gezi Park, have swiftly gone 
into anti-government action. And the government 
eventually had to step back by ordering the police force 
to evacuate the Gezi Park and a mass of over a hundred 
thousand people victoriously entered the park. This 


was also a striking exposition of pretexts offered by the 
government to ban Taksim for May Day demonstra¬ 
tions. 

The resistance that started in Taksim against 
tyranny, patronising, and police terror spread out to 
many other neighbourhoods of Istanbul and other 
cities. People have been resisting against police terror 
for days in Istanbul and other cities. This resistance 
have not started and developed in an organised way 
and it is characterised with a general non-organisation. 
It does not bear an apparent proletarian class character. 
At present stage there is no organised working class in¬ 
volvement in the process, but workers are involved as 
individuals. The dominant elements are mainly "white- 
collar" workers, university and high-school students 
and the "middle class" which has strong Kemalist prej¬ 
udices. The dominant motive is the hatred against the 
AKP and Erdogan. But the political composition is 
quite mixed. For instance there are tendencies such as 
Turk Solu, a fascist group, and IP (so-called Workers' 
Party, which is strongly nationalist and Kemalist) and 
the putschist-chauvinist wing of the CHP (Republican 
People's Party), and they are trying to bring the move¬ 
ment to an anti-Kurdish chauvinist line. However, at 
present stage the movement by and large presents a 
democratic dynamic dominated by standing against 
state terror, interference in daily life and art, plunder¬ 
ing of cities and nature, and authoritarian practices of 
government. 

This broad movement has already created a serious 
breaking point. For the first time the AKP and Erdogan 
are in such an embarrassing state. The different state¬ 
ments coming from the government circles clearly re¬ 
veal this. More importantly, there is climate change in 
Turkey and at least for a broad section of society the 
wall of fear is being torn down. The general democratic 
dynamic creates an atmosphere of freedom, the govern¬ 
ment and police are on the retreat and loosing ground. 
These are all positive. 

Broad mass movement has already provided useful 
experiences as in other similar examples in different 
parts of the world. There are numerous lessons to be 
drawn and they will certainly be recorded in the book 
of experiences of class struggle in Turkey. We must also 
note that this is the first time there is such a general 
spontaneous revolt in Turkey. 

The biggest problem here is the weakness of the or¬ 
ganised workers movement. We will see whether the 
decisions taken by DISK and KESK to strike and act 
will have an impact or not. Unfortunately DISK and 
KESK do not have strong workplace organisations and 
adequate authority over their members. Experience 
will show if the general atmosphere of social mobilisa¬ 
tion will be enough to overcome this weakness. 

Now we have a big and dynamic mass that has 
been in a determined resistance action against state 
forces. Surely, there is the role played by socialist 
groups with various shades. But unless organised pro- 
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letarian class movement gets in, this dynamic is faced 
with the danger of withering away or playing into the 
hands of nationalist powers like CHP which is the 
biggest anti-government political force around. In this 
context, advancing demands that directly concern the 
working class, involvement of trade-unions and work¬ 
ers in factories in an organised manner, organising 
strikes and other workplace actions etc. would be im¬ 
portant steps forward. This kind of endeavour is also 
very important in terms of getting the broad masses 

Syria and the 

On 28 May the European Union ended its arms em¬ 
bargo on Syria. The move was driven by the UK and 
France. They say that they don't intend to send arms, 
but instead to use the threat of sending arms to apply 
pressure for a deal at the Geneva conference convened 
by the US and Russia, which is pencilled in for 15-16 
June, but may be postponed. 

The US welcomed the EU decision, while still say¬ 
ing that the US itself would not send arms. Geneva 
probably won't yield a deal. The main external opposi¬ 
tion front, the Syrian National Council, says it won't at¬ 
tend, in protest against the siege of the Syrian town of 
Qusair by the Lebanese Shia militia Hezbollah, which 
is supported by Iran and allied with Assad. The SNC's 
stance may be a way of jockeying for position and try¬ 
ing to extract concessions in advance, but it does not 
promise well. 

What then? Socialists had no reason to endorse the 
European Union arms embargo. Sectarian Sunni-Is- 
lamist militias within the Syrian opposition have a lot 
of arms and funds from Qatar and Saudi Arabia. Assad 
is supported by Iran and Russia. 

On 28 May Russia said it would supply advanced 
anti-aircraft missiles to Assad. Israel issued a thinly 
veiled warning that it would bomb the Russian missiles 
if they arrived in Syria. The Financial Times reports 
"private doubts among Russian officials and analysts 
that the deliveries will take place". 

It does not, however, follow that we can support or 
applaud the lifting of the embargo. British and French 
arms shipments will probably, directly or indirectly, 
boost some sectarian Islamist group. 

The UK and France reportedly plan to send arms, if 
they send any, to Selim Idris, the senior military defec¬ 
tor from the Assad regime and nominal head of the 
"Free Syrian Army". 

Idris recently asked the US and EU for arms for use 
against both Assad and elements of the opposition, say¬ 
ing that "wants to create a more moderate and stronger 
alternative to Jabhat al-Nusra, the al-Qaeda-linked mil¬ 
itant group that has emerged as one of the most power¬ 
ful rebel factions" (FT, 22 April). But Idris in no way 


that are still under AKP control involved in the process. 
One positive thing is the involvement of some religious 
people in Taksim actions, which is obviously not the 
case with the broad masses that are under AKP control. 
And the more Kemalists / nationalists are dominant the 
more it is difficult to accomplish this. Therefore it is 
very important to strengthen the proletarian class dy¬ 
namic and not to let the toiling masses fall into the 
hands of Kemalists/nationalists. 


embargo 

represents a reliable force, politically or even militarily. 

"General Idris acknowledges that he does not com¬ 
mand the forces on the ground" (FT, 22 April). 

A major question mark on all assessments is the 
plans of Turkey, which is the major military force in the 
region and has the major border area in which Syrian 
opposition militias operate. 

Turkish government announcements are cautious, 
with prime minister Erdogan saying that he "purely 
and simply stands by humanity and conscience" in 
Syria. One element looks like being a Kurdish gambit. 
Turkey has recently done an oil deal with Iraqi Kurdis¬ 
tan. Syrian Kurdistan is de facto autonomous. Turkey is 
negotiating with the Turkish-Kurdish PKK. 

Turkey may hope to expand influence in the region 
in the guise of guarantor and ally for the Kurds 

• Debate between Workers' Liberty and others on the 
left about Syria: bit.ly/syriadebate 

Representatives from the Alliance for Workers' Lib¬ 
erty in Britain, the Iranian Revolutionary Marxists' 
Tendency, and the French revolutionary socialist 
group L'Etincelle recently met in London for discus¬ 
sions. 

We exchanged information about the work of the 
different organisations, and reports from visits made 
recently to Turkey by AWL and L'Etincelle activists to 
work with and discuss with Marksist Tutum and 
from AWL discussions with Greek groups. An AWL 
representative who had recently been in Australia 
added a report on the work of Workers' Liberty Aus¬ 
tralia. We also discussed Syria. 

Following the meeting, AWL and the IRMT are 
discussing the production of an international discus¬ 
sion magazine, open to a variety of revolutionary 
Marxist views. The work of producing and distribut¬ 
ing this magazine will run alongside discussions and 
practical collaboration between groups which can, we 
hope, lay the basis for the creation after a while of a 
coherent international revolutionary Marxist ten¬ 
dency. 
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NTEU: don’t let Green electoralism 
sidetrack industrial battle 


By Riki Lane, NTEU member. Monash University 

Workers in higher education face big battles on two 
fronts: Enterprise Bargaining Agreements (EBA) for 
pay and conditions; federal government cuts to higher 
education agreed by Labor and the Coalition. 

NTEU (National Tertiary Education Union) 
branches across the country are either taking industrial 
action on the EBA or preparing to do so - in Victoria 
this is at all universities excepting the Australian 
Catholic University. Sydney University had five days of 
strikes in second semester, with more likely. Cam¬ 
paigns against the "dumb cuts" have largely been led 
by student organisers, with NTEU officials lending 
support, and a limited presence at rallies by rank and 
file NTEU members. 

Unfortunately, leading NTEU officials are pushing 
for an electoral strategy to ensure the Greens hold the 
balance of power in the Senate under an Abbott gov¬ 
ernment. At the Melbourne anti-cuts rallies on 14 May, 
the closing speeches (Nat Sec Graeme McCullogh, State 
Sec Colin Long, Greens Melbourne member Adam 
Bandt and Senate candidate Janet Price) were like an 
extended ad for the Greens; the Sydney rally was simi¬ 
lar. 

On 17 May, the NTEU National Executive called a 
special National Council for 16 June to decide to call for 
a vote for the Greens in September because they op¬ 
pose the cuts, to orient all work between now and then 
to supporting Greens and to devote $lm to support 
their campaign. 

This is a short-sighted plan that is likely to induce a 
backlash from rank and file members and officials who 
are not Greens, in particular ALP supporters and So¬ 
cialists. It risks antagonising other members who have 
supported the Union's long-standing position of not 
advocating a party-vote during elections. 

This is a very poor plan for building strength dur¬ 
ing national EB campaigning - it shows the lack of con¬ 
fidence these leaders have in their ability to organised 
the membership. A focus on organising and expanding 
the membership in the EBA campaign, and working 
with students groups to build the anti-cuts campaign, 
would be a better way to prepare for an Abbott govern¬ 
ment. 

What can socialists do? 

There is no magic bullet to improve NTEU's indus¬ 
trial power - many local officials do work hard to re¬ 
cruit and build, but union membership remains low for 
the public sector, especially amongst casual workers. 
There are few formal delegate structures, and limited 
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participation in activists' networks. 

However, the relationship of forces between left ac¬ 
tivists and the union leadership is quite different to 
most unions. Given the uneven level of organisation 
and the relatively large numbers of left activists in the 
NTEU, a concerted effort by organised left groups such 
as Socialist Alternative and Socialist Alliance to mo¬ 
bilise around the EBAs and the anti-cuts campaign 
would make a material difference to their outcomes. 

A useful first step would be convene meetings of 
left activists who are members of the NTEU (or are eli¬ 
gible to join) - across campuses and across left organi¬ 
sations - to discuss both practical ways to build the 
campaign and the politics of working with the union 
leadership. 

The EBA campaign is likely to be quite drawn out, 
and management will say that they are in a hard place 
due to the ALP government cuts. There is of course 
some truth in that if you accept that the government 
decisions cannot be changed through political pressure. 

Many University managements will want to draw it 
out for several reasons: the longer it goes on, pay rises 
are delayed or reduced if granted 'under the Vice- 
Chancellor's authority'; a Coalition victory in Septem¬ 
ber could rapidly alter the landscape of industrial laws; 
in many places, they don't think the NTEU has much 
support. 

For good reason, the NTEU leadership will want to 
reach agreements before the September election. The 
danger is that they may be prepared to recommend ac¬ 
cepting a sub-standard offer. However, it also means 
they will want to push for industrial action to bring 
things to a head. 

The proposed cuts to Higher Ed funding and the 
imminent election mean that there is a possibility for a 
more serious industrial campaign than in the last EBA 
round. However, the NTEU is not strongly organised, 
so much of the possible work for left activists is at the 
basic level of recruiting, rebuilding workplace organi¬ 
sation, motivating people to attend meetings and vote 
in the ballot. These can help create the preconditions 
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for limited bans initially, building towards strike action. 

What can socialists do to support the NTEU EBA 
round? 

1. Join the NTEU - many casual or short term 
higher education workers are not NTEU members, and 
this is likely true for socialist group members and sup¬ 
porters also. In particular, Post Graduate students who 
are running tutorials usually do not join the NTEU, al¬ 
though they are eligible. Casual membership is inex¬ 
pensive. 

2. Encourage others to join - both permanent and 
contract workers and the casuals outlined in 1. 

3. Organise individual workplaces, no matter how 
small. Getting an extra member or two where you are 
helps prepare for the industrial action 

4. Publicise the state of play at your institution and 
prepare the arguments for why industrial action will be 
needed. 

5. Attend union meetings and speak in support of 
the campaign and of building industrial action from 
bans toward strikes. 

6. Prepare political arguments against the inevitable 


Hawking and th 

By Martin Thomas 

Stephen Hawking's decision not to attend an 18-20 
June conference in Jerusalem has caused much celebra¬ 
tion among advocates of an academic boycott of Israel. 

Yet, as US professor Noam Chomsky said, in an in¬ 
terview done when he visited Gaza City in October 
2012 to express solidarity with the Palestinian people: 

"A call for an academic boycott on Tel Aviv Univer¬ 
sity will strengthen support for Israel and US policy be¬ 
cause it's not understood... 

"In the case of any tactic, you ask yourself, what are 
its consequences, ultimately for the victims, and indi¬ 
rectly for the audience you are trying to reach... Those 
are the questions you ask if you care about the victims, 
if you don't care about the victims, you won't bother 
with these questions and you just do what makes you 
feel good". 

The boycott has hit and will hit those Israelis most 
interested in communicating with leftish and liberal 
opinion across the world. It strengthens the Israeli right 
in its siege mentality. It undercuts work towards the 
solidarity between Israeli internationalists, Palestinian 
campaigners, and activists across the world, on which 
real progress towards Palestinian liberation depends. 

A telling fact about the boycott campaign is that its 
most visible Palestinian proponent, Omar Barghouti, 
far from boycotting Israeli academia has been regis¬ 
tered for Ph D study at Tel Aviv university. 


management arguments that they cannot afford pay 
rises, given the Government is cutting their funding by 
over 3%. 

7. Organise to oppose the leadership electoral focus: 
instead argue for building the industrial and anti-cuts 
campaigns 

8. Work to co-ordinate student and NTEU protests 
about the cuts and in support of the NTEU EBA claims 
- evidently socialist student activists have an important 
role. 

9. Work closely with the officials to get the largest 
possible turnout to meetings, rallies etc, but be pre¬ 
pared to mount arguments against a poor compromise. 
This is particularly important around the "Scholarly 
teaching fellow" claim, which could easily end up in¬ 
creasing the growth in contracted positions at the ex¬ 
pense of creating permanent positions, rather than 
replacing casuals. 

10. Work to build local, regional and national NTEU 
left caucuses to support the campaigns and build rank 
and file organisation that can act independently of the 
union leaders if necessary. 


! boycott 

The boycott has an ugly anti-semitic undertone, in 
that, to the (small) extent it gathers momentum, it mar¬ 
ginalises and targets Jewish people across the world 
who, for reasons of family ties or Jewish identity, value 
links with groups inside Israel (but may yet be very 
critical of Israeli government policy). In real political 
terms it is a propagandist annexe to the Arab League 
boycott of Israel, and before it of the Jewish community 
in Palestine, a boycott in operation since 1945 which 
has never been a force for progress. 

The twist to the story is that the conference Hawk¬ 
ing has withdrawn from is not an academic conference. 
Israeli government supporters have accused Chomsky 
of encouraging Hawking not to attend, and if Chomsky 
did that he was right to do so. 

The event is an Israeli government junket, the 
"Presidential Conference". Rather than debating ques¬ 
tions of theoretical physics, it is billed as about blah- 
blah such as "whether the quality of leadership — in all 
realms of human activity — can make a difference. 
What is the desired dynamic in relationships between 
people and leaders in the face of powerful processes of 
change?" It is chaired by Israeli president Shimon Peres 
and attended by Tony Blair and Bill Clinton, none of 
them likely to have an interest in physics. 

Hawking's attendance there would be more like his 
appearance in the TV ads for the financial services 
comparison website, "Go compare", than an academic 
connection with an Israeli physicist. 
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From the archives: Wellington 
seafarers and the Third Camp 


By Mike Kyriazopoulos 

Readers with a knowledge of the history of Trotskyism 
will know that the USSR's invasion of Finland on 30 
November 1939 marked a turning point for the move¬ 
ment. It triggered a fierce debate, and eventually a split 
among the US Trotskyists. What is less well known is 
that a contemporary parallel development emerged 
among the Wellington [New Zealand] seafarers. 

The Evening Post of 7 December 1939 reproduced 
the full text of a long resolution passed by a stop-work 
meeting of the Federated Seamen's Union which ex¬ 
pressed its "profound sympathy with the people of Fin¬ 
land now suffering under a brutal aggression in 
pursuance of the policies of the Stalin-Hitler partner¬ 
ship." 

The meeting conveyed its "admiration of their 
splendid fight against overwhelming odds in defence 
of their homes, of the conditions established in their 
country, and of their national culture. It notes that the 
Labour and trade union movements in Finland and all 
the surrounding Scandinavian countries have ex¬ 
pressed their solidarity with the Finnish people and 
their detestation of the present unprovoked aggression. 

"This meeting remembers the conditions under 
which the Soviet Government was first established in 
1917 under the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky, and 
how it expressly repudiated the kind of aggression that 
Stalin and the present Russian dictatorship have 
launched. Marx and Engels, the founders of scientific 
socialism, vigorously opposed aggression against small 
nations. 

"In 1917 the new Soviet Government appealed for, 
and secured, the support of workers throughout the 
world, largely because it stood for the freeing of small 
nations from their oppressors and for the determina¬ 
tion of hostilities without annexations and without in¬ 
demnities. The original Constitution of the Soviet 
Union expressly stated that it was 'a voluntary union of 
equal peoples' and that each constituent republic en¬ 
joyed 'the right of freely withdrawing.' Further, the So¬ 
viet Government at the time gave practical proof of its 
sincerity by surrendering the rights it enjoyed over 
China and Persia under the former Tsarist treaties and 
by freely granting its independence to the Finland that 
Stalin is now endeavouring to crush." 

The president of the Seaman's Union, Fintan Patrick 
Walsh, wrote to Trotsky in Mexico on 3 January 1940 
enclosing a copy of the resolution. Walsh stated, "Al¬ 
though we down under are more or less outside the 
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world affairs we nevertheless take a keen and live in¬ 
terest on matters affecting the international working 
class." 

Trotsky replied on 19 February, "Thank you cor¬ 
dially for your warm letter of solidarity. I enjoyed it the 
more that, in this period of terrible chauvinistic pres¬ 
sure in almost all the countries of the world, sincere 
and consistent socialist voices are rather an exception." 
Five months later Trotsky was murdered by one of 
Stalin's agents. Walsh, who had cut his teeth as a mili¬ 
tant in the IWW in the US during the early 20th-cen¬ 
tury, was rapidly moving rightwards. By 1951, he 
would sell out the wharfies in their epic battle against 
the government. 

What makes the Wellington seafarers' resolution so 
significant is that, in my view, they had a clearer per¬ 
spective than the great revolutionaries Trotsky and 
James P Cannon, who refused to condemn the invasion 
of Finland in their intra-Trotskyist polemics. (In his 
public writings, Trotsky was far more critical of the 
USSR's invasion.) 

Walsh was already an irredeemable bureaucrat in 
1939. He was never likely to play a progressive role in 
politics, and his correspondence with Trotsky is more 
of a historical curiosity than anything else. What is im¬ 
portant, though, is that the resolution was moved dis¬ 
cussed and voted for at a meeting of rank and file 
workers at a crucial point in history. 

The record of the seafarers' position stands as a tan¬ 
talising glimpse of the "Third Camp" politics that 
might have been in Aotearoa. 

• Sources: Evening Post; Graeme Hunt, Black Prince: 
the biography of Fintan Patrick Walsh 

• Mike Kyriazopoulos is an activist in Fightback 
(Aotearoa/New Zealand) 
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Steps for more left unity: 
union link-ups, open debate 


By Riki Lane 

The RSP (Revolutionary Socialist Party, a splinter from 
what was the DSP and is now the Socialist Alliance) 
merged at Easter into Socialist Alternative. S Alt held a 
joint public meeting with Socialist Alliance in Mel¬ 
bourne recently to discuss further possibilities of unity 
or at least collaboration. 

Workers' Liberty, for our part, has written to S Alt 
thanking them for their cooperation in the defence 
campaign for our comrade Bob Carnegie, and saying 
that we want more practical collaboration between our 
group and theirs. S Alt has agreed, and we are dis¬ 
cussing a series of areas of activity. 

We think — and S Alt, in their response to us, 
agreed — that at present the political differences be¬ 
tween Workers' Liberty and S Alt make a merger im¬ 
practical. It is not that these differences, ranging from 
different views of the very purpose of a revolutionary 
party to specific arguments about Israel-Palestine, rule 
out unity in principle; rather, that a merger of two 
small groups with such differences would lead to such 
a consumption of energy and time by debate as to 
make the merger reduce rather than boost external ac¬ 
tivity. Better collaborate and debate as separate groups. 

Mick Armstrong of S Alt opened the Melbourne 
meeting. The scene, he said, is set by thirty years of at¬ 
tacks on the Australian working class, with the ALP at 
the forefront of those attacks rather than resisting them. 
And the Greens? Propping up the Gillard government. 

This underlines need for a large socialist fighting 
force, particularly as a catalyst for a class-struggle cur¬ 
rent in the unions. 

One small but important step would be for existing 
socialist forces to get together and lay the basis for a 
fighting alternative. The issues that have divided the 
movement are not irrelevant, or things not to be talked 
about. But they don't rule out unity, or at least explor¬ 
ing the possibility of unity. 

If two years ago someone had predicted the RSP / S 
Alt merger, we would have asked: what have you been 
smoking. But it has happened, and with no abandon¬ 
ment of strongly held opinions. 

The programmatic basis for unity does not need to 
go into every detail, just to cover some main points. 
One, get rid of capitalism, not just get a few reforms. 
Two, self-emancipation of working class. Three, libera¬ 


tion of all the oppressed. Four, an environmentally sus¬ 
tainable economy. 

Unity needs more than a piece of paper. It has to be 
made in practice, by training members in Marxist poli¬ 
tics, intervening, establishing a democratic party with 
thorough debate and ample room for minority posi¬ 
tions. 

Syriza is an inspiring model. But the basis does not 
exist in Australia for large numbers of revolutionaries 
and reformists to unite in one organisation. There is no 
large radical reformist organisation for revolutionaries 
to merge with. But the coming-together of small revo¬ 
lutionary forces is possible. 

Unity now is important for the future when more 
opportunities open up. We can't expect big turnaround 
in struggle here soon, but there are some openings. 

The unity process can inspire people to be involved. 
We should push on, not leave unity for the never never 
land of five years' time 

Sue Bolton spoke for the Socialist Alliance. That 
union leaders in Australia are looking to Katter. and 
that the right as well as the left is growing in Greece, 
shows the urgent need for the left to put forward a 
credible alternative. The left has to go beyond propa¬ 
ganda to put forward demands that can attract workers 
into struggle. 

Climate change is an issue which affects the work¬ 
ing class. We should phase out fossil fuel industries, 
but workers need guaranteed alternative jobs, and we 
won't get that under capitalism. 

In the 1970s there was a significant left in the ALR It 
flooded out in the 1980s. Very few joined socialist 
groups. There is still a large pool of ex-members or dis¬ 
illusioned members of the ALP and Greens, many of 
them repelled by sectarianism of the existing left 
groups. Orienting towards those people does not mean 
softening our politics, but it does mean an effort to ex¬ 
plain. 

The Socialist Alliance was always revolutionary in 
its politics, although that was not always explicit. It has 
always been explicitly socialist. SA's recent national 
conference altered its document "Towards a socialist 
Australia" to be explicit about the need for revolution. 

SA has never made agreement with Marxism a con¬ 
dition for membership, but has always promoted the 
study of Marxism. We need a programme and platform 
that are clear, but also accessible and in modern lan- 
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guage. 

And we need a weekly paper. Green Left Weekly is 
a broad rather than a party paper, but still builds SA. 
We should stand in elections, but not be electoralist. 
Struggle is the only way to change society, even if you 
win government. In Venezuela, said Sue, there is a rev¬ 
olutionary government at the head of a capitalist state. 
But elections provide an opportunity to make our pro¬ 
gramme more concrete, with clear demands that point 
away from neo-liberalism. 

Left unity is a necessary step towards breaking 
workers from the ALP. SA / SAlt unity would be big 
step forward, but it would need to be a new organisa¬ 
tion, not the absorption of one by the other. 

SA politics has been based on working together 
around the issues of the day. S Alt has shaped itself 
round a more extensive programme. We don't need to 


agree on everything. We can build on the involvement 
in campaigns of both groups. 

For our part, as Workers' Liberty, we hope the talks 
between S Alt and SA lead to joint practical steps to 
build the working-class movement. One thing that 
could be done now is collaboration in the current EB 
and anti-cuts campaign of the NTEU, a union where 
there is a very particular relation of forces between the 
left and the officials. 

We hope also that S Alt and SA will openly debate 
the big political questions, and involve the rest of the 
left in that debate. S Alt and SA are the two biggest 
groups on the socialist left, but there are others. S Alt 
and SA have a responsibility to reach out to other 
groups, for example to Solidarity and Socialist Party, 
and engage them in debate on controversial issues like 
457 visas, local council electoral strategies etc. 


What sort of platform? 


By Chris Reynolds 

Socialist Alternative has adopted a new Statement of 
Principles, to form the programmatic basis of the 
merger into S Alt of the RSP. Extracts are below, and the 
full text is at bit.ly/sa-rsp. 

These notes will review some issues with the state¬ 
ment in the light of discussions at S Alt's Easter event 
in Melbourne. 

This is not the first merger between left organisa¬ 
tions from different backgrounds. Workers' Liberty in 
Britain has a history which includes two mergers with 
groupings from backgrounds different from that of our 
main forerunner, the "Cannonite" Workers' Fight 
group of the 1960s. Those were with the IS Left Faction 
(from a "Cliffite" background, in 1976), and with the 
old WSL (from a "Healyite" background, in 1981). 

In both cases the mergers were prepared for by ex¬ 
tensive political discussions — minuted, and with the 
minutes distributed to all members of the groups 
which were merging. At the end of those discussions, 
we drafted merger platforms which codified quite fully 
the political points on which we agreed, with a focus 
on practical class struggle policy for now, and explicitly 
listed the remaining disagreements and how we pro¬ 
posed to handle them. 

S Alt and RSP instead chose to draft a generic state¬ 
ment of common-stock ideas picked out of the history 
of the Trotskyist movement. 

For example, point 3 of the Statement is about Stal¬ 
inism. But only Stalinism in Russia up to World War 
Two! As if the last 73 years haven't happened 

As if it's good to unite on the basis of agreeing 
about developments prior to 1939-40, but disagreeing 


on what's happened in the 73 years since then. 

It may be workable to merge with a group which 
thinks Cuba is socialist. But it would be better to have a 
general statement about Stalinism which covers Stalin¬ 
ism in our lifetimes, rather than in the lifetimes of our 
great-grandparents, and an explicit note that there are 
disagreements about how the generalities relate to 
Cuba (and to Vietnam?). 

Point 6 outlines a more or less "conventional wis¬ 
dom" view on what a revolutionary socialist party is 
for. But that the wisdom is conventional does not nec¬ 
essarily mean that it is wise. 

"6. For workers to be won to the need for revolu¬ 
tion, and for the working class to be cohered organisa¬ 
tionally and politically into a force capable of defeating 
the centralised might of the capitalist state, a revolu¬ 
tionary party is necessary. Such an organisation has to 
cohere in its ranks the decisive elements among the 
most class-conscious and militant workers. Laying the 
basis for such a party is the key strategic task for social¬ 
ists in Australia today". 

If the situation is revolutionary or near-revolution- 
ary, then on all precedents, almost all workers will have 
come to accept "the need for revolution" in general. In 
Russia 1917, or Portugal 1975, almost everyone was in 
favour of "revolution". The issue was not revolution vs 
not-revolution. It was what "revolution" meant. What a 
revolutionary Marxist party was needed for then, and 
will be needed for in future revolutionary situations, is 
to develop and promote a clear understanding of what 
sort of revolution we need, and how. 

To derive the need for a centralised revolutionary 
socialist party from the centralisation of the bourgeois 
state is false. The reasons for a revolutionary socialist 


9 


party being centralised (political sharpness) are quite 
different from the reasons for the bourgeois state being 
centralised, and it is or at least should be a quite differ¬ 
ent sort of centralisation. 

Moreover, a successful socialist revolution almost 
certainly requires that the bourgeois state has substan¬ 
tially ceased to be centralised (the armed forces and the 
civil-service machine are disrupted by rank and file re¬ 
volts, etc.) Not even the strongest revolutionary social¬ 
ist party could take on and defeat a still-centralised 
bourgeois state in one-to-one combat. 

And the formulations in the statement tell us little 
about what to do now, since there is very little small so¬ 
cialist groups can do immediately to win the broad 
working class to the general idea of revolution (which 
to most workers as yet suggests Cambodia or Iran 
rather than 1917); and it would be wrong and foolish 
for our small groups to try take on the bourgeois armed 
forces in direct combat. 

Presumably in S Alt's thinking that gap is filled by 
formulations put forward in previous S Alt articles, dis¬ 
cussed in a previous issue of Workers' Liberty: worker- 
sliberty.org/salt-party. 

Those articles argue that the job of the revolutionary 
socialist party is to go along to every struggle and 
argue for more militancy against the reformists who 
argue for less. But, in the first place, that it begs the 
question of exactly which aims we should be militant 
for. In the second place, when class struggle really ex¬ 
plodes, it is not at all the job of revolutionary socialists 
always to argue for the most militant tactics. For a large 
part of 1917, from early June to late August, the Bolshe¬ 
viks in St Petersburg were strongly advising workers 
against militancy on the streets. Their watchword was 
"patiently explain". 

Maybe the link between the always-more-militancy 
theory and the formulations in the statement is an idea 
of socialist revolution as strike action stirred up by a 
revolutionary party and escalated to the point where it 
overwhelms the bourgeois state. In any case, the for¬ 
mulation is inadequate — and the issue here is not 
about this or that question of policy, but rather the core 
question of what we see as our overall purpose when 
organising as revolutionary socialists. 

In Corey Oakley's session on Syria at the Easter 
event, he distanced S Alt substantially from the sort of 
"anti-imperialism" — "the USA's enemy is our friend" 
— which has dominated the thinking of S Alt's men¬ 
tors, the Socialist Workers Party in Britain, since 1987 
(when it changed its attitude on the Iran-Iraq war to 
side with Iran on the grounds that the US was favour¬ 
ing Iraq). 

Oakley said that opposing imperialism should no 
longer be the all-shaping priority - though he added, 
mysteriously, that it had been correct to take it as the 
all-shaping priority up to around 2001 — and that we 
should uphold the right of Syrian oppositionists to seek 
and get military supplies from imperialist powers. 


However, point 11 of the statement, on imperialism, 
is written as if by some Rip van Winkle who has just 
been shaken awake for the task after dozing off some 
time between 1914 and the early 1920s. 

For the last epoch, the dominant imperialist trend 
has not been to divide the world between different 
spheres of influence, but more to unify it into a single 
world market policed by the USA. That dominant trend 
has not excluded simultaneous counter-trends, some¬ 
times very important; and it is arguable that the bal¬ 
ance may be changing. But that is the reality of the last 
epoch. 

The final sentence commits S Alt to "oppose the im¬ 
perial power" (and implicitly to support the antago¬ 
nist) where war or diplomatic dispute puts 
"non-imperialist nations" in conflict with "imperial 
powers". 

It states the ground as to "defend the right of na¬ 
tional self-determination". Good. But what about when 
a conflict is between an old imperialist power and a 
capitalist state which is not yet a world-imperialist 
power, but is, or has realistic aspirations to be, a re¬ 
gional-imperialist power, and the conflict is about those 
regional-imperialist ambitions rather than about the na¬ 
tional self-dermination of the opponent state (Ar¬ 
gentina, Serbia, Iraq, Iran, whatever)? 

Point 14 commits S Alt to oppose racism. Good. It 
adds a "particular" commitment to "reject racism to¬ 
wards Muslims". 

Here as in other debates the word "racism" is used 
loosely to mean not racism (oppression or discrimina¬ 
tion or prejudice on the basis of ascribed "race") but 
any sort of nationalism or xenophobia. 

The usage serves to conflate sectarian-secularist in¬ 
sensitivity towards Muslim concerns with racism to¬ 
wards people racially stereotyped as "looking 
Muslim". 

We should certainly oppose racism towards people 
racially stereotyped as "looking Muslim", and sectar¬ 
ian-secularist insensitivity towards Muslim concerns. 
Only, in the world of today, those oppositions must be 
combined with a defence of secularism, and with a po¬ 
litical hostility to political Islam. 

That there is a real issue here was shown in the 
Easter session on Syria. At the start of his talk Corey 
Oakley praised the "Arab Spring", and then listed the 
obstacles and difficulties faced by workers' and peas¬ 
ants' struggles in the Arab world. He couldn't or didn't 
recognise political Islamism as being an obstacle or a 
difficulty. 

A Workers' Liberty speaker in the session argued 
that the Syrian opposition has degenerated and frag¬ 
mented to a point where Sunni-sectarian, Islamist, 
gang-warfare, and anti-Kurdish elements are a large 
part, or dominate. Corey Oakley heard this argument 
in a garbled way — as if it were an assertion that the Is¬ 
lamist coloration of the opposition automatically means 
that it can't be supported even against Assad, and 
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launched into declamations about the need to oppose 
the Islamists only on their neo-liberalism and friendli¬ 
ness to the USA and (so he claimed) "collaboration 
with Zionism", not on the religious issue. 

This misses several points. 

Islamism in the Syrian opposition is not merely reli¬ 
gious, but by its very nature religious-sectarian (Sunni- 
sectarian). We oppose religious sectarians because they 
are religious sectarians, and not just because they are or 
may be neo-liberals, etc. We oppose political tendencies 
seeking to establish totally-Islamised states not just be¬ 
cause they are or may be neo-liberals. The Khomeini- 
ites in Iran in 1979 were not neo-liberals, but took vast 
areas of the economy into state ownership. We oppose 
such trends because, neo-liberal or not neo-liberal, they 
suppress workers', women's, and all democratic rights. 

Generally, the Syria debate, towards the end, degen¬ 
erated into a series of speeches offering no evidence 
that the Syrian opposition is better than described, but 
rather declaring in general that the opposition is fight¬ 
ing a reactionary regime and therefore it is illegitimate 
"purism" to examine it more closely to see what it is in 
positive political terms, in its own right. The lesson of 
Iran 1978-9 has not been learned. 

The platform 

1. Socialist Alternative is a revolutionary Marxist or¬ 
ganisation. We stand for the overthrow of capitalism 
and the construction of a world socialist system. 

2. By socialism we mean a system in which society 
is democratically controlled by the working class and 
the productive resources of society are channelled to 
abolishing class divisions... 

3. Stalinism is not socialism. We agree with Trot¬ 
sky's characterisation of Stalin as the "gravedigger" of 
the Russian Revolution. The political character of the 
regime established by the Stalinist bureaucracy in Rus¬ 
sia most closely resembled that placed in power in cap¬ 
italist comitries by victorious fascist movements - an 
atomised population ruled over by a ruthless bureau¬ 
cratic dictatorship masquerading behind social dema¬ 
gogy. We stand in the tradition of the revolutionaries 
who resisted Stalinism, and we fight today to reclaim 
the democratic, revolutionary politics of Marx, Engels, 
Luxemburg, Lenin, Trotsky and others from Stalinist 
distortion. 

4. Socialism cannot be won by reform of the current 
system or by taking over the existing state. Only the 
revolutionary overthrow of the existing order and the 
smashing of the capitalist state apparatus can defeat 
the capitalist class and permanently end its rule. A suc¬ 
cessful revolution will involve workers taking control 
of their workplaces, dismantling existing state institu¬ 
tions (parliaments, courts, the armed forces and police) 
and replacing them with an entirely new state based on 


genuinely democratic control by the working class. 

5. The emancipation of the working class must be 
the act of the working class itself. Socialism cannot 
come about by the actions of a minority. The struggle 
for socialism is the struggle of the great mass of work¬ 
ers to control their lives and their society, what Marx 
called "a movement of the immense majority in the in¬ 
terests of the immense majority". 

6. For workers to be won to the need for revolution, 
and for the working class to be cohered organisation¬ 
ally and politically into a force capable of defeating the 
centralised might of the capitalist state, a revolutionary 
party is necessary. Such an organisation has to cohere 
in its ranks the decisive elements among the most class¬ 
conscious and militant workers. Laying the basis for 
such a party is the key strategic task for socialists in 
Australia today. 

7... Revolutionaries have to engage reformist organi¬ 
sations via the method of the united front... 

11. The imperialist phase of capitalism has ushered 
in an era of military conflict that has no precedent in 
human history. The core element of imperialism is the 
conflict between imperial powers, or blocks of capital, 
which attempt by military, diplomatic and commercial 
means to divide and redivide the world in their own 
interests. In the conflicts between imperial powers 
(open or by proxy), revolutionaries do not take sides, 
least of all with our own ruling classes. Nor do we call 
for the resolution of inter-imperialist conflict by the 
"peaceful" methods of international diplomacy. Instead 
we fight for international working class solidarity and 
unity, and embrace Lenin's revolutionary call to "turn 
the imperialist war between nations into a civil war be¬ 
tween classes". In the case of wars waged or diplomatic 
pressure exerted by military threat by the imperial 
powers against colonies and non-imperialist nations, 
we oppose the imperial power and defend the right of 
national self-determination.... 

(Full text: bit.ly/sa-rsp) 
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A gamer’s strategy for 


revoiunon r 


Riki Lane reviews "Daemon" and "Freedom" by 
Daniel Suarez 

Cyberpunk as a genre is usually pretty pessimistic 
about the possibilities to overthrow the rule of capital. 
Grim apocalyptic scenarios abound of rampant capital¬ 
ism, weak states, and power struggles between groups 
of reactionary organised criminals — both huge corpo¬ 
rations and gangsters. Heroic individuals fight for 
something they believe in and meet varying degrees of 
local success. 

Daniel Suarez had produced something different. 
His States are still weak, and privatising everything, in¬ 
cluding "national security" (sound familiar?) However, 
large masses of people are set into motion against the 
power of the corporations and States. The significant 
individual actors are both heroes and anti-heroes on 
both sides of the struggle. 

He blends a gamer's view of strategy with an in¬ 
tense hostility to the power of the world's huge corpo¬ 
rations, and an up to date appreciation of technological 
developments utilising the internet, such as Google 
glasses, financial data aggregation, automated remote- 
controlled vehicles and mini-helicopters, and sophisti¬ 
cated distributed attacks on corporate and government 
data bases and systems, which utilise automated hack¬ 
ing programs - bots and daemons. 

A "daemon" is an IT technical term for a 'computer 
program that runs as a background process, rather than 
being under the direct control of an interactive user', 
but it has connotations of a demonic entity that changes 
the world despite the best efforts of humans to stop it. 
Suarez's daemon is an independent program created 
by a dying gaming genius billionaire. It interacts with 
the world through monitoring news and internet re¬ 
ports, having remote controlled cars and other devices, 
and recruiting people to its cause. 

In Daemon, this program emerges as a brutal, ter¬ 
roristic force, killing many police and civilian by¬ 
standers. The police and the State seem to be the good 
guys. However, as the story develops in Freedom, the 
Daemon becomes an agent that allows farmers and 
other to self-organise communities against the control 
of agribusiness and other corporations - especially a 
thinly disguised Monsanto. It also organises to elec¬ 



tronically and physically attack the finances and per¬ 
sonnel of large corporations and organised crime. 

But the vision of revolution in Freedom is one that 
has little prominence for the working class as workers - 
it makes me think of 21st century, internet savvy Naro¬ 
dniks (19th century peasant-socialist bomb-throwing 
revolutionaries), under the benign guidance of the in¬ 
ternet ghost of a dead capitalist. There is no attempt to 
replace capitalism entirely, just to cut off its head by de¬ 
stroying the largest corporations. There is a vision of al¬ 
most independent, small scale, cooperative high tech 
rural communities, growing food from heirloom seeds, 
relying on renewable energy, etc. 

There is a lot to like in these books, especially if 
speculative fiction is one of your preferred genres. 
Suarez knows capital and he knows the internet - he 
works as a 'software consultant to Fortune 500 compa¬ 
nies'. The technologies involved are not science fiction 
- they all exist, but have not been brought together in 
such an overarching system. 

Despite the resort to a benign dead capitalist as the 
inspiration, it is refreshing to read fiction that is opti¬ 
mistic about possibilities for social change involving 
broad masses of workers and farmers in the 21st cen¬ 
tury, rather than full of gloomy apocalyptic futures. If 
you are talking or working with gamers, these books 
would be a good place to start a discussion about so¬ 
cialism and revolution. 
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